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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The topic is clinically relevant in pediatric orthopaedics, particularly for children presenting with late-diagnosed hip dysplasia beyond walking age. The manuscript demonstrates significant postoperative improvement in acetabular coverage and satisfactory clinical outcomes in most cases. The manuscript requires major revision in structure, clarity, and scientific presentation before it can be considered for publication. Several methodological descriptions are incomplete.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested modification - Clinical and Radiological Outcomes of Dega Pelvic Osteotomy in Developmental Dysplasia of the Hip: A Case Series of 12 Hips in Children.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	some improvements are recommended - Clearly specify that this is a retrospective case series. Mention the sample size (8 patients / 12 hips) clearly in the methods. State the follow-up duration in the methods section. The conclusion should be slightly modified to reflect the small sample size and short follow-up.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the methodology broadly follows accepted principles for a retrospective case series. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Authors may consider adding a few more recent references related to outcomes of Dega osteotomy and comparison with other acetabuloplasty techniques to strengthen the discussion
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Several grammatical errors, long sentences, and repetitive paragraphs are present. A good grammatical editing would be useful 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion section is excessively long and includes extensive descriptions of other pelvic osteotomy techniques that are not directly necessary for explaining the results of this case series. Clearer description of radiological measurement methods and standardization would strengthen the methodological section.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

it would be helpful if the authors explicitly mention whether institutional ethical approval was obtained or formally waived.
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